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Dear Sir 



The two most frustrating experiences an applicant may have with the PatenJOffice 
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are (1) to wait for an extraordinary length of time to receive an action on the merits, and (2) 
to receive a rejection of claims previously allowed, over art that has always been of record. 
We experienced both with the January 15, 2003 office action. Before we explain why each of 
the rejections should be withdrawn and the patent allowed to re-issue, we recap certain events 
in the timeline. 

We filed this reissue application on August 24, 1999. On September 7, 2000, the 
Examiner allowed the claims now under rejection. Then in February 2001, the Federal 
Circuit affirmed the invalidity judgement of claims 1, 2, 4, 5 and 6. Because of this, on 
February 28, 2001, we filed a Petition to Withdraw from Issue, and on March 5, 2001, a 
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Appln. No.: 09/382,702 
Amdt. dated June 16, 2003 

• ♦■ Th P Petition was granted on March 21, 2UU1. 
Reouest for Continued Examination. The Petition wag! 

. , . , , 4 5 and 6 are no, in this reissue apphcauon and 
ionger being pursued. That .s, cla.ms i, 2, 4, and 

not subj6Ct . e— n hereunder. « - * — • - — — 

l ' 2 ' 4 ' 5 ^ 6 ' . March 5 2001 and January 15, 2003, we 

to the almost two year span between March 5, 

I - — e— n, and rha, an aciion on .he nreHis »ou,d he f or_. 

helP&1 ' • ^..nexoected It contains new grounds for 

The January 15, 2003 office action was quite unexpected. 

a, are based on art that has always 

• « vi 18 and 40-44. These grounds are based on <u 
rejecting claims 24-35, 37, 38 ana <tu h 

„ , • n 7 35 37 38 and 40-45) stand rejected based on a 
been of record. In addition, all claims (3, 7-35, 37, 

• ath This "defect" is apparently that the application claim which 
defective reissue oath. This aeiw, w 

.» M aim 44^1 right now stands rejected, 
designed to correct the stated "reissue error (claim 44) ngn 

fxiws As explained in detail with 
We disagree with and traverse all rejections, as follows. As exp 

respect to each reacted claim, me Examiner has * * ^ " 
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